But again, at this period Esquirol had learnt to recognise the first signs of the disease, and consequently to predict its development, and the new facts thus passed into practice.
" General paralysis," says M. Calmeil, " is widely prevalent amongst the insane, and it is one of the most fatal complications of vesanise. All physicians who make mental disorders their special study have clearly defined opinions on this subject, and each time they are consulted on behalf of a lunatic, they carefully examine whether the pronunciation is free from impediment or accompanied with stammering. They rarely hesitate to pronounce the malady incurable when they are able to verify the existence of paralysis, however slight may be its symptoms."
M. Calmeil wrote this in 1826, and added, "M. Esquirol was the first to direct attention to this point, and he has caused due weight to be attached to the gravity of the prognostic." "M. Esquirol," says M. Calmeil in another place, "has seen professional brethren of great ability maintain that the tongue was not paralysed when even the pronunciation was so embarrassed that a practised ear could not be mistaken."
Esquirol described in writing the symptoms of paralysis in 1814 and 1816, as Haslam had done before; but that is not his chief merit.
He has besides both in his lectures and his practice constantly called attention to this complication, the first and slightest manifestations of which he completely apprehended. To overlook it was thenceforth impossible.
"
Whenever any discovery in science, great or small, is unrolled, it is rare that we do not find in preceding authors its hidden germs. Far from derogating from the merit of the inventor, this circumstance is a proof of the reality of the facts which he has first brought to light.
Haslam has mentioned the pretentious pride of paralytics, but it was nevertheless Bayle who discovered the relation between ambitious delirium and paralysis, and it was he who gained for it a place in science which no one at the present day contests.
Esquirol discovered general paralysis, because in reality it was he. " To the intellectual faculties appertains the gift of enlightening the determinations of the will, and making apparent the conformity or disparity of our actions with the precepts of morality. By the aid of j udgment, based on observation and experience, they discover also the consequences of each action.
"From a consideration of the phenomena of hysteria, it may be concluded that this affection might forcibly re-act upon the affective faculties, and in the end might conduce to their injury, but that the intellectual faculties would ordinarily remain intact, the reason assisting in the ruin of the heart, but surviving it.
" The first degree of affective disorder results from the passions, the second from insanity. The passions alone being in question in the consideration of hysteria, and the affectivity being only obliterated iu the first degree by this malady, we need not occupy ourselves with insanity, to which hysteria only leads in prodigiously rare exceptions.
" But if the passions leave to the law full liberty of action in the matter of repression, it is not the less true that they are a very frequent cause of extenuated responsibility, and in certain cases familiar to all, of absolute exoneration from all penalty?as, for example, in the case of the murder of a wife found in flagrant adultery in the conjugal dwelling; or again, where it concerns the crime of castration immediately provoked by a violent outrage upon modesty.
" As no one could promise for himself that at any given moment he would have power to master one of those impetuous motions of the mind under the instantaneous influence of which an action is committed, justice, before applying the rigour of the law, is accustomed to inquire whether at the moment of action there was not a partial eclipse of reason, and if such be the case, she allows the accused the benefit of extenuating circumstances. Tlie culpability is lessened, and the punishment also.
According to the intensity of the hysteria, and the more or less marked perversion, concomitant or consecutive, of the affective faculties, there ought, we think, to be responsibility or extenuated responsibility, but never, or almost never, should total irresponsibility be allowed for this cause." From these considerations it follows:?That in hysteria the affective faculties are disordered in various degrees, but the intellect almost always remains intact. That an hysterical condition of weak or even medium intensity, interfering in no way with the perception of the quality of actions committed, it ought not to constitute a title to the indulgence of a tribunal. That hysteria, raised to a high pitch of intensity, carries with it extenuation of responsibility, and consequently of penalty.?(Annates Medico-Psi/chologiq^ues, Jan. 1860.) In a given number of instances, two-thirds at least will manifest, in a more or less prominent manner, indications of this psychical disturbance. As to the immunity which is observed in the remaining third, it cannot be explained either by the age or the sex of the subjects, or by the extent or intensity of the convulsive movements.
Four morbid elements, sometimes isolated, more often associated one with another, ought to be studied in the mental state of patients suffering from chorea:?
(1) Disorders of the moral sensibility, consisting in a notable change of the character, which becomes bizarre and irritable; in an unaccustomed tendency to gaiety or to sadness, especially the latter.
(2) Disorder of the understanding, characterized by weakness of memory, and great mobility in the ideas and impossibility of fixing the attention.
(3) Hallucinations, phenomena which until now have never been noted in chorea. These M. Castelnau thinks that interdiction is rather unfavourable than favourable to the interests of a family, these being rightly understood.
"The bonds," he says, "which unite all its members constitute the essence even of a family; the more these bonds are straitened, the more solid is the foundation which a family gives to social order. All law ought, therefore, to have for object to draw tighter these bonds in a measure compatible with liberty; and interdiction, so far from cementing these bonds, is in effect a powerful solvent. Before being pronounced, it places the family in opposition, if it be in enmity with the pretended lunatic, and we can certainly predict that, if the least resistance be exhibited on his part to the first steps, all feeling of affection, or even of mutual kindness between him and his family, is irrecoverably destroyed. 
